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Amendment 

App. NO. 10/693,231 



p F. M A R K S 



^A^r^ An TTY^w of the above 
reconsideration of the appi.cat- ^ 

Ciai^s 17, 22. 2.-26. 2S. 30 32. 36- 3 ■ 

currently being amended, clarms IS, 6 M 21 a 
currently bain, canceled without prejudice, and no 
currently being added. Therefore. clal»= 1-14. 17. 
are pending in the application. 

^-'^'^^^T... . we.e o.,ec.e. .o because o. ..e p.ea^.es. 

l^pplicants have amended the preambles of these -^-^ ^^^^^ 
Appxica F^aminer Therefore, this objection 

manner suggested by the Examiner. 

should be withdrawn. 

£i^i=-Ssi^^fffffir7^^ 40 have been rejected under 
Claims 1-5, 7-10, iJr -L-*' 

35 U.S.C. 102 (b, as being anticipated by O.S "-^J- 
5.963.203 to Goldberg et al. ("Goldberg et al. ). Applicants 
respectfully traverse these rejections. 

^:;;;;;;;^;o the Exa^mer- s assertion, cutting of a virtual 
box space by a surface that contains a plurality of points each 
box space oy »u value is not described in 

of which differs from the other in time value is 

n 1 lines 29-32 of Goldberg et al. While Goldberg et al. 
column 1, lines z:^ surface 
describes a ^^cuboid", it fails to describe inter ^^-^ ^ 
that cuts a cuboid along a time axis. Nor does it describe 
outputting the images appearing on the plane. 
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• v« out that outputting the images appearing 
The Examiner poxnts out that ounp y surface in 

.n the plane as new moving pictures by varyxng the cut surfa 
on the pxane Goldberg et al. 

time is described in column 4, lines 59 65 o 

^ r^^r fails to note that Goldberg et al. is silenr ao 
The Examiner raixs to n"*- . -imaaes 

AS such, it lacks a description of images 
the "cut surface . As sucn, Goldberg 
appearing on the surface. For example, Figs. 5A 5C 
et al- show images from viewing positions A, B and C It is 
Clear, however, that none of them is an image appearing on the 

TcrrLgly, claims 1, 4 and 40 should not be rejected under 

35 O.S.C. 102(b) . 

■>. rlaims 2 f ^- 5-14. 29 

Clai,»s 2 and 3 ar. allowable a. laaat by -"ue of the.r 
dependency from allowable clal» 1. and claims S-14 and 29 are 
Tllowable at least by virtue of their dependency fro™ allowable 

claim 4 . 

Claims 15, 17, 18, 21, 22, 34, 36, 41 « 
.elected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as bein, anticipated by D.S. 
patent No. 6,665,342 to Brown et al. ("Brown et al. ). 
applicants respectfully traverse these rejections. 

Claim n . 

Z =>i describes in colxamn 5, lines -^i^-Jo 

While Brown et al. aescriu^sa j.* 

synthLixin, the images based on an attribute 

not describe -synthesizin, in a ratio according to an attribute 

'''"'I;cordin,ly, claim 17 should not be rejected under 35 O.S.C. 
102 ,e, . Claim 17 has been amended to place it in independent 



form. 
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, /- ^^-1- H-i enclosed in Brown 
The teaching of claims 15 and 16 xs not dxsclo 

■.V,.. Thev are canceled without prejudice to future 
et al., either. They are u<* ^^n^i-^na the prosecution, 

action and solely for the purpose of expediting P 



^"-^^^Tll does not describe synthesizing the data read 
Brown et al. aoes n^v. 4-0 ^^n 

. ^ . Plurality of frames 'Mn a ratio according to an 
out from a plurality o ^ i^-picture position". 

ofi-r-iviute value thereof, for eacn m f ^ n q r 

attribute va rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

Accordingly, claim 22 sno independent 
102(e). Claim 22 has been amended to place it in 



form. 



1Q -51 and 23 is not disclosed in 
The teaching of claims 18-21 and 2J is n 
!! al either. They are canceled without prejudice to 
Brown et al., ^^^^^^ ^ expediting the 

future action and solely for tne pu^f 

prosecution. 

5 TiinrnrnHrnr r-i^Hms 41 and 42 . -i^^ 4-n 

cla independent clai. 42 has heen amended in a :.anner 

similar to claim 17. ^ . t-he data read 

rto«rribe synthesizing the aata 
Brown et al. does not descrice sy 

. ^h. Plurality of frames in a ratio according to an 
out from the pluraxii-y ^ ^c,^ 4-4 no 

35 O.S.C. 102(e). virtue of their 

Claims 34 and 36 are allowable at least by virtue 

dependency from allowable claim 22 . 

^iBi^^-^^i^^^^^ 30-33, 35, 37-39 have 

Claims 6, 11, 12, 16, 19, ..patentable over 
been rejected under 35 U.S.C. lOJ^oi 
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^ r-^i^KorTi et al.. Brown et al., as well as 
various corrtoinations of Goldberg et al., the 

^ V v,^ fi 940 997 to Kaneko et al. ( KaneKo 
U.S. Patent No. 6,940,yy/ . , py.=,otice" by Foley et 

-,^v,^<-«s• Principals and Practice uy = j 
paper "Computer Graphics. Princip 

+. =1 'M and U.S. Patent No. 5,y^t>/Aoo 
al. ("Foley et al. ), ana u. ^^^-^.^nv traverse these 

al. ritoh et al."). Applicants respectfully trave 



rejections . 

Claims 6, 11-12, and 35 are allowable at leaet by 
33 are allowable at least "i""' 3^ 3, 

• -50 io allowable at least by virtue of its 
claim 22. Claim 39 is aixowaoxe 

dependency from allowable claim 28 . , ^ ^. 

depenaenuy 11-12, 24, 27-39 should not be 

Accordingly, claims 6, 11 1^/ 



rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



^' ^^^^"^ . , .3 previous frame in time with 

Claim 25 recites, inter alia, a previou 

^to a reference frame which should have been naturally 

'"rfted by said image data output unit from said image memory" . 
outputted by said g ^^^^ ^^^^ ^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^ 

That IS, the P™ ° synthesized into a target frame, 

.ead ahead and ^J'-^//^/^^^^^^^,, 3uggested in column 10, 
T::s\T:: Z^^^^^^^^^ Nor does Brown et al. disclose or 

t the feature, demonstrating that the rejection based on 
suggest the factually based. Accordingly, the subject 

the references is not factually 

* i^^m 75 is not obvious over the citea prioj- 
matter of claim 25 is nox. ^c; n s C 103(a). 

that claim 25 should not be rejected under 35 U.S.C. l » 
that claim ^ ^« „lace it in independent form. 

Claim 25 has been amended to place m m 
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liS^^^^-^ ^ lines 34-40 and element 40 of 

n,ure of f i„.er .11a, that it is 

,„b3ect matter Cla^ 26 ^ j^^^ch 

determined whether to aaa a v ^„„^.i„d in the target frame, 
iB^BiS^.^^-^ Z.T7o e h r " add a predetermined 

pixel value iSL^SSS^ disclosed nor 

picture position^ Such a proces ^^^^ ..e 

suggested in Itoh °^ ,3 .actually based, 

rejection based on the r ^^^^^^^ 

accordingly, the J";^^ ,.„„,d not be rejected under 

the cited prior art so that claim 

35 D.S.C. 103(a) . Claim 26 has been amended P 

independent form. 

Fees_Belleved to.be_Due fee was paid for a total 

:^^Z^^;[n^-^^on was fxled a fee P . ^^^^^ 

4 T Claims being independent claims, 
of 42 claims with 1 claims y « total of 35 claims 

n-^H An there now being a roT:ax 
amendment has resulted m there ^ 

- . Claims --^i:^-::^ tre-^ransmittal is included 
for 2 extra indepenaem; cxa 
herewith to cover this fee. 
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CONCL USION 

By way of this response, Applicant has made a <'^^'^^^ 
l\o olace the claims in condition for allowance. However, 
effort to place the .^^^^^ tl,at require adverse 

should there remaxn any ^ Examiner telephone 

ar-1-lon it is respectfully requested that tne n-xa 
action. It P 552-1311 so that such issues may 

Richard E. Wawrzyniak at (858) bb/J J-jo-a 

be resolved as expeditiously as possible. 



Respectfully sxabmitted, 



Dated: 




Richard E. Wawrzyniak 
Reg. No. 36,048 




FITCH, EVEN, TABIN & t'LANNERY 

Richard E. Wawrzyniak 

120 So. LaSalle Street, Ste. 1600 

Chicago, XL 60603 

Customer No. 22242 

Tel. (858) 552-1311 

Fax {858)552-0095 
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